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transported from the State of Washington into the State of Minnesota, and
charging adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act. The article was
.labeled in part: (Can) *“ Request Pink Salmon Dlstnbuted by Sergeant-Paup
Co., Seattle, Wash.” .

It was alleged in the libels that the article was adulterated in that it con-
sisted in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid animal substance.

On December 9, 1930, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ments of condemnation and forfeiture were éntered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

ArTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

17803. Misbranding of vinegar. U. S. v. 9 Barrels, et al.,, of Vinegar.
Producet adjudged misbranded and released under bond to be
relabeled. (F. & D, Nos. 25136, 25137, 25138. 1. S. Nos. 6050, 7051, 7052,
7053. 8. Nos. 3392 3393) )

Examination of the vinegar from the herein-described interstate shipments
having shown that the barrels contained less than the quantity declared on
the label, the Secretary of Agriculture reported the matter to the United States
attorney for the Southern District of Indiana.

On or about October 3 and October 4, 1930, the United States attorney filed
in the District Court of the United States for the district aforesaid libels pray-
ing seizure and condemnation of 87 barrels of vinegar, remaining in the original
unbroken packages in various lots at Bedford, Orleans, and Bloomington, Ind.,
alleging that the article had been received from the Whitehead-Kiesel Co.,
Louisville, Ky., about July 23, July 24, and August 6, 1930, respectively, having
been transported in interstate commerce from the State of Kentucky into the
State of Indiana, and charging misbranding in violation of the food and drugs
act as amended. The article was labeled in part: (Barrels) ‘ Whitehead-
Kiesel Co. (Inc.) Down Home Brand * * * Vinegar, Louisville * * *
52 Gal. Net Contents.” _

It was alleged in the libels that the article was misbranded in that the
statement on the barrels, “52 Gal. Net Contents,” was false and misleading;
since the volume of the contents of each barrel was less than that amount.

.

Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the quantity of contents |

was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the packages,
since the stated volume was not correct.

On December 19 and December 20, 1930, the Whitehead-Kiesel Co., (Inc.),
Louisville, Ky., claimant, having consented to the entry of a decree of con-
demnation and having tendered bonds conditioned that the product be re-
labeled under the supervision of this department, decrees were entered ad-
judging the product misbranded, and it was ordered by the court that the said
bonds be approved, and that the product be returned to the claimant to be
relabeled, upon payment of costs.

ArRTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

17804. Adulteration of canned sardines. U. §. v. 1,000 Cases, et al., of
Canned Sardines. Default decrees of condemnation, forfeiture,
and destruction. (F. & D. No. 24395. 1. 8. No. 013327. S. No. 2560.)

Samples of canned sardines from the herein-described interstate shipment
having been found to contain decomposed fish, the Secretary of Agriculture
reported the matter to the United States attorney for the Northern District
of Mississippi.

On or about December 23, December 30, and December 31, 1929, respectively,
the United States attorney filed in the United States District Court libels
praying seizure and condemnation of 1,600 cases of canned sardines, in va-
rious lots at Aberdeen, Columbus, and Starkville, Miss., respectively, alleging
that the article had been shipped by the Gurnet F1sher1es Co., from New York,
N. Y., on or about October 5, 1929, and had been transported from the State of
New York into the State of M1smss1pp1, and charging adulteration in violation
of the food and drugs act. The article was labeled in part: * Gurnet Brand
American Sardines * * * Packed By Gurnet Fisheries Co., Plymouth,
MaSS.” .

It was alleged in the libels that the article was adulterated in that it con-
sisted wholly or in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal substance.

“On October 6, 1930, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgments

of condemnatlon and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the Umted States marshal.

ARTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agrwulture.



